Had I been a participant in your survey on animal-rights activism (Nature 470, 452-453; 2011) , I would have replied that animal extremism once had a negative effect on me -but in an unexpected way.
I worked for many years as a primate researcher studying animal models of abnormal development. Two years after the publication of Peter Singer's Animal Liberation (New York Review/Random House; 1975) , my lab was attacked and its rhesus monkeys released. The monkeys were all recaptured and none was seriously injured. I felt intimidated, insulted and furious at what I saw as anti-science stupidity.
My anger was such that I did not give a thought to the possibility that the perpetrators might have been infected with deadly herpes B virus from the monkeys. I failed to alert the emergency departments in the area about this lethal possibility.
For years, my fury blocked the self-reflection that is expected of any scientist who harms vulnerable animals for presumed human benefit. Progress, Methuen; 1972) . And Colin Blakemore, an ardent defender of animal research, has repeatedly stated that: "Everyone hopes that a time will come when no animal is used at all. " To translate these congruous perspectives into action, we need to develop the kind of proactive strategies that you call for.
The results of your poll (Nature 470, 452-453; 2011) indicate that some scientists might be ready to take this idea forward. Others are clearly not immune to the ethical tensions in animal research. Sadly, most feel that the polarized debate on animal research makes it difficult to express more nuanced views, presumably because they do not want to be perceived as giving ammunition to the extremists.
Medawar's vision to replace animal experimentation is a goal that is worthy of serious effort, for the sake of scientific innovation, ethical responsiveness and animal protection. We should not be deterred by either the scientific challenges or the actions of a handful of extremists. At the American AntiVivisection Society, we seek to bring about meaningful, long-term change for animals in laboratories through the development and use of highquality, non-animal-based teaching, testing and research.
Martin Stephens
Founded in 1883, the society brings a long-term perspective on opposing views and tactics. Biomedical research lobby groups in the United States have for decades opposed modest improvements to animal welfare laws and convinced researchers that there is too much red tape surrounding animal work. Yet the use of the most common lab animals -rats and mice -remains unregulated in the United States, and there is almost no accountability to the public, even regarding how many of these animals are used.
The same lobby groups attempt to sully the terms 'animal rights' and 'activists' by amplifying the illegal and offensive actions of individuals who do not represent any of us (see, for example, go.nature. com/bxabrm). The reality is that 'peaceful' activists 
